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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 

1 1/21/05 has been entered. 

Claim Status 

Claims 1 3-15, 16-17, 19-20, 21, 23-24 are pending and are rejected as 
followed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Claims 1-1 5, 16-1 7, 1 9-20, 21, 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

(1) In claim 1, step (a) "receiving a transaction purchase amount from a 
merchant" is vague since the term "amount" means actual value, i.e. "$100.00". It 
appears that this step refers to the purchase amount data or information since 
information/data is what being sent and received. 

(2) Similar in step (b), insertion of "data" or "information" after "identification" is 
recommended. 
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(3) In the last step "a beneficiary that is selectable by the purchaser" is vague 
and should be corrected to "selected". 

(4) It's not clear the relationship of the (b) "receiving a purchaser identification" to 
the previous step (a) or the remaining steps "(c) determining ... "or "(d) crediting ...". 
What is the purchaser identification being used for beside just receiving it. The steps of 
the claims should be congruent to each other to achieve the scope of the claimed 
invention and cannot be hanging loose there by itself for no purpose. 

3. Claim 16 is vague and indefinite because the preamble calls for a method for 
fundraising but the last 4 steps have nothing to do with "fundraising", "storing", 
"contracting", "storing" and "storing". It's not clear the relationship of " transaction 
proceeds " in the 1 st step to the rest of the claims (b) "storing"... . (c) "storing ..." since 
there is no discussion of "transaction proceeds" in any of these steps. In the last step, 
after "identify the purchaser", what is next or what is the usage of the "identified 
purchaser"? 

4. In claim 16, line 7, the term "the merchant donation" lacks antecedent basis. 
Also, in (a), line 6, it's not clear the role of the "a purchaser" to the "transaction 
proceeds" above? It appears that they are related. 

5. Claims 21, 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term 
of a claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine 
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the claim term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled 
in the art on notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process 
Control Corp. v. HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. 
Cir. 1999). The term "a data store" in claims 21 , 23-24 is used by the claim to mean 
"database", while the accepted meaning is "database." The term is indefinite because 
the specification does not clearly redefine the term. 

7. Also, in claims 21 , 23-24, a database is for storing a merchant information data , 
etc., and not mere "a merchant identification", etc. Correction of the claim language in 
all of the identification in claim 21 is recommended to improve clarity. In claim 21 , it's 
not clear the "a data store" in the last element (c.) "a donation program card" refers 
back to the "a data store" in (a) "a data store" or different data store? 

8. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such 
omission amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See 
MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: the relationship 
of the (b) "a processor" to (c.) "a donation program card" since there is no discussion 
with respect to the "card" in (b) and no discussion of "a processor" in (a). 

9. Claims 23 and 24, wherein the data store comprises a magnetic strip or bar code 
are vague. The data store (database) can not contain a magnetic strip or bar code. 
Only the card contains the magnetic strip or bar code. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims i 3-15, 16-17, 19-20, 2± 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
SINGHAL (US 2002/0008146). 

As for independent method claim 1, SINGHAL discloses a method for 
fundraising, comprising: 

(a) receiving information about a transaction purchase amount from a merchant 
{Fig. 1, 15 and 12, Fig. 4 (35), [0034-35]}; 

(b) receiving information about a purchaser/consumer identification, from a point 
of sale location, via a card {see [Fig. 1, Fig. 4, (31), [0008 "universal charity card"], 



[0030]}; 
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(c ) determining a donation amount based on the received transaction purchase 
amount and a donation percentage from the merchant {see [0001 "percentage of 
sales"], [0010], or [0031]} and 

(d) crediting the determined amount to an account of a beneficiary, (see Fig. 1, 
[0012, 0028, 0038, 0067]). 

As for the limitation of "pre-defined donation percentage, this is inherently 
included in the "as a defined percentage of sales to those customers" as shown in 
[0001] or [0010]. Alternatively, the use of the limitation "pre-defined" which merely 
means defined before or in advance would have been to a skilled artisan to do so in 
advance in order to minimize delay of the step of crediting or to avoid errors due to lack 
of clear agreement in advance. 

As for dep. claim 3 (part of 1), which deals with well known data input 
parameters, i.e. reading from a magnetic strip reading device, this is taught in SINGHAL 
[0027, 0029]. 

As for dep. claims 4-5 (part of 1), which deals with well known donation (c.) 
determining parameters, determining donation amount to each charity organization 
based on predefined donation percentage, etc., this is taught in Fig. 3, 3A or [0015, 
0031]. 

As for dep. claim 6 (part of 1), which deals with well known donation transferring 
parameters, i.e. electronically, this is non-essential to the scope of the claimed invention 
and is taught in [0038, 0040] of which the invention is carried on the Internet. 
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As for dep. claims 7-12 (part of 1), which deals with well known donation 
campaign parameters such as storing all relevant information with respect to the 
purchaser, merchant, beneficiary, etc., these are taught in [0037, 0038], Fig. 1 (10), 
(20A), Fig. 4. 

As for dep. claim 13 (part of 1), which deals with well known fundraising 
campaign parameter, preparing a report with details of donation for tax purpose, this is 
well known practice for the purchaser to prepare tax or for the IRS to verify the 
charitable tax donation amount. 

As for dep. claim 14 (part of 1), which deals with well known fundraising 
campaign parameter, i.e. selecting a desired charity by the purchaser, this is non- 
essential to the claimed invention and is taught by SINGHAL on [0028]. 

As for dep. claim 15 (part of 1), which deals with the type of operation, in a 
batch process, this is non-essential to the scope of the claimed invention and is taught 
by SINGHAL on [0016, 0040]. 

Alternatively, as taught in SINGHAL [0041 "other versions are possible" or would 
have been obvious within the scope of the invention and that modifications as shown in 
the dependent claims above are considered as routine experimentation of adjusting 
donation parameters or optimizing operating conditions or result effective variables / 
parameters and the optimizing of result effective variables is considered as routine 
experimentation to determine optimum or economically feasible reaction conditions and 
would have been obvious to the skilled artisan, absent evidence of unexpected results. 
InreAller, 105 USPQ 233. 
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As for independent apparatus claim 21, which deals with the system for 
carrying the method of claim 1, it's rejected over the system to carry out the rejection of 
claim 1 above. 

As for dep. claims 23-24 (part of 21), which have the same limitation as in dep. 
claim 3 above, it's rejected for the same reason set forth in dep. claim 3 above. 

As for independent method 2 claims 16, which is similar to independent method 
claim 1 above, with the additional limitations of having a contract with the merchant and 
a purchaser. Official Notice is taken that to do business properly, a contract between 
business parties must be written and followed in order to assure every party fulfills its 
obligation and all of the party members can freely do their work without worrying about 
the other party failure to perform. For example, a contract for purchasing a house, for 
renting a house, leasing an office space, hiring a manager or company to do work, etc. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to include having a contract with the merchant and purchaser because this is 
critical for the party of UCCS in SINGHAL to do its job properly. 

As for dep. claim 17 (part of 16), which has the same limitation as in dep. claim 
8 above, it's rejected for the same reason set forth in dep. claim 8 above. 

As for dep. claims 19-20 (part of 16), which deals with information storing 
parameters, i.e. storing a purchaser name or a number on a donation card, these are 
taught in Figs. 2A or 2B or [0028]. 
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13. Claims 1 3-15 (method 1 ), 16-17, 19-20 (method 2 ), 21, 23-24 (apparatus 1 ) are 
rejected (2 nd ) under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over (1) NAIR (US 2002/0099654) 
in view of (2) WO 93/14476 and SINGH AL. 

As for independent method claim 1, NAIR discloses a computerized method 
for fundraising, comprising: 

(a) receiving a transaction purchase amount from a merchant {Fig. 13a, 1202a, 
par [0003]} 

(b) receiving a purchaser identification, from a point of sale location, via a card 
{para. [0003], [0038], [0039], Figs. 6}; 

(c ) determining a donation amount based on the received transaction purchase 
amount and a predefined donation percentage from the merchant {see [0003, 0004, 
0054, 0073, 0074], Fig. 10, (901)} and 

(d) crediting the determined amount to an account of a beneficiary, (see Figs. 
14a, [0066, 0067]). NAIR fairly teaches the invention except for using a donation 
program card and not a credit card in step (b). Note that this statement is agreed upon 
by the applicant on the last response of 1/18/2005. 

In another computerized method for fundraising connected to a business 
purchase transaction, WO 93/14476 fairly discloses the carrying out of step (b) using a 
donation identification card embodying the purchaser identification wherein the card can 
be credit card, customer card or donation card (see abstract, page 7, para. (2, 3, 4), 
page 13, 1 st paragraph ("purchasing ... retail businesses ... POS terminals"), Fig. 3a, 
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12a}. Note that WO 93/14476 discloses the various types of identification means, 
donation cards (plastic, paper, cardboard, or other material), and types of plastic cards 
(disposable or reusable such as credit card, customer card, or the like) on page 7, 4 th 
paragraph. 

SINGHAL is cited to teach the carrying out a fundraising / donation campaign 
using the donation card by either Internet or via telephone or via a person (manually or 
offsite or not on the Internet) {see [0016]}. It would have been obvious to modify the 
identification element of step (b) of NAIR by using donation card that is not credit card 
as taught by WO 93/14476 such as donation card, or customer card or the like as mere 
using other equivalent identification card if desired as taught by WO 93/14476 above 
{see page 7, para. (2-4)} and do it manually as taught by SINGHAL if desired. 

As for dep. claim 2 (part of 1), this is taught in NAIR / WO 93/14476 as shown in 
Fig. 6 of NAIR. 

As for dep. claim 3 (part of 1), this is shown in NAIR / WO 93/14476 as shown 
in Fig. 8 of NAIR. 

As for dep. claims 4-6 (part of 1), these are taught in NAIR / WO 93/14476 as 
shown in Fig. 14A-14B of WO 93/14476. 

As for dep. claims 7-1 1 (part of 1), these are taught in NAIR / WO 93/1 4476 as 
shown in NAIR Figs. 10, 13A-C. 

As for dep. claim 12 (part of 1), this is taught in NAIR / WO 93/14476 as shown 
in NAIR Fig. 6. 
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As for dep. claim 13 (part of 1), this is taught in NAIR / WO 93/14476 as shown 
in NAIR Fig. 5, "account information". 

As for dep. claim 14 (part of 1), this is taught in NAIR / WO 93/14476 as shown 
in Fig. 6, 519, 515-516. 

As for dep. claim 15 (part of 1), this is taught in NAIR / WO 93/14476 as shown 
in NAIR Fig. 14A-14C. 

Alternatively, as taught in NAIR [0078 "many changes and modifications are 
reasonably and properly be included within the scope"], the various modification as 
shown in the dependent claims above are considered as routine experimentation of 
adjusting donation parameters or optimizing operating conditions or result effective 
variables/parameters and the optimizing of result effective variables is considered as 
routine experimentation to determine optimum or economically feasible reaction 
conditions and would have been obvious to the skilled artisan, absent evidence of 
unexpected results. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233. 

As for independent apparatus claim 21, which deals with the system for 
carrying the method of claim I, it's rejected over the system to carry out the rejection of 
claim 1 above. 

As for dep. claim 23 (part of 21), this is taught in NAIR / WO 93/14476 
/SINGHAL as shown in WO 93/14476 page 8, 2 nd full paragraph (" magnetically encoded 
(e.g. magnetic strip))"}. 

As for dep. claim 24 (part of 21), this is taught in NAIR / WO 93/1 4476 
/SINGHAL as shown in WO 93/14476, Fig. 3a (48), page 9, 1 st and 2 nd paragraphs. 
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As for independent method 2 claims 16, which is similar to independent method 
claim 1 above, with the additional limitations of storing of the identification of the 
merchant, or purchaser and wherein the identification of the purchaser on a donation 
program card and not a credit card, are fairly taught in WO 93/14476 Figs. 3a, 2, page 
7, para. 2, 3, 4 and 5. 

As for dep. claims 17, 19, 20 (part of 16), these are taught in NAIR / WO 
93/14476 /SINGHAL as shown in NAIR Figs. 6, 14a, and WO 93/14476, Fig. 3a (48), 
pages 6-7. 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments that NAIR is carried out on the Internet while WO 
93/14476 is carried out offsite is noted. However, SINGHAL has been cited to show 
that the fundraising process using donation card can be carried out in any process, 
Internet, phone, or manually if desired, as indicated above. 

Conclusion 

1 5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

1 ) US patent 5,621 ,640 or 6,088,682 by Burke discloses a donor card similarly to 
the claimed invention, purchaser's information and charity organization to be furnished 
to computer. To avoid multiple rejections, it's listed here for applicant's awareness of 
potential use in the future if needed. 



No claims are allowed. 
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15. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct(8)uspto.aov . Should 
you have any questions on access to the private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). 

In receiving an Office Action, it becomes apparent that certain documents are 
missing, e. g. copies of references, Forms PTO 1449, PTO-892, etc., requests for 
copies should be directed to Tech Center 3600 Customer Service at (571 ) 272-3600, or 
e-mail CustomerService3600@uspto.aov . 

Any inquiry concerning the merits of the examination of the application should be 
directed to Dean Tan Nguyen at telephone number (571) 272-6806 . My work schedule 
is normally Monday through Friday from 6:30 am - 4:00 pm. I am scheduled to be off 
every other Friday. 

Should I be unavailable during my normal working hours, my supervisor John 
Weiss may be reached at (571 ) 272-6812. The FAX phone numbers for formal 
communications concerning this application are (703) 872-9306 . My personal Fax is 
(571)273-6806 . Informal communications may be made, following a telephone call to 
the examiner, by an informal FAX number to be given. 



dtn 

Jan. 2006 
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